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Witnesses 
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By Paul W. Valentine 

Wuhlnt toa Post SUXX Writer ^ 

A former undercover policeman and 
n antiwar leader told a D.C. City 







Police officials denied Binsted’s 
claims and Mrs. Markowicb could not 
be reached for comment on Pollock’s 
claims. • . 



^ ^ The testimony came in the wcond- 

CouncU committee yesterday that po;^ day of hearings by the CouucU-J public 



lice operatives used disrnptlye and vlo-^! safety committee into ■opera'^i^' of 
lence-provoking tactics in street dem- the poUce department’s inteUia^iic^ di- 
onstrations and antiwar meetings in vision. ' 

the ear^y 1970s. t \ subpoenaed potice, oiiihefs re- 

Rlch Pollock, an unemployed free- fused to appear before the tdiRmittee 
lance joumalist and close associate of Thursday, and the Council ^ormflly 
antiwar leader Rennie Davis in the asked the D.C. Superior Cou'rj^ .en- 
May Day organization, testified he ob* . force subpoenas wUh cj^ntem^ipi 
served undercover D.C. police inf or-' ceedings if necessJipyC . 

^nt Amie Kolego M^kowlch urging • . Superior Court Adting Chief Jbdge 
demonstrators to take violent action. wiUlam S. Thompson Set a hearing In 
James Binsted. 33, a former D.C. the matter for Sep1^<^3; fi 
intelligence officer, also testified that Council’s month-lbni5f( ' 
police superiors ‘‘told us to disrupt.’* other police offiobrs^ntinued yes- 

•'> -f’fflw ai't, 



terday to defy the Council committee’s 
^ attempts to have the police tell of 
their undercover work and surveil- 
- Ignce activities, 

' One officer refused to name the oiSr 
vganization in which she had planted im- 
formants. ^ 

j Another officer, who acknowledged 
• the BlfKiik Panther Party .and 
fBIaok United Front” were intiltra^ 

^ hwt Would noti^^pecify if the inlor* 
"lOants Were bla<^ or white when in- i 
T''8tmcted^ by " committee chairwoman } 
Wil|te^kr^'(D-aeveii). ' , 

^♦’S BiurlierrPoUo^ of the May Day or- ^ 
‘ *^1;pifled that lllrs. .Marko- 
^ demonstrators with- 
: jump the lence at the 
’bi^' during a civil' disobedi- 
ence protb^i in October,.^ 1971, unsuc- | 
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/ Obituanes 



Used Disruptive 



cessfully urged a group marching on 
the Pentagoij to detonate a bomb in 
the building In April, 1972, and 
shouted encouragement to demonstra- 
tora throwing rocks and bottles at po- 
lice during a mass rally at the Capitol 
in October 1971. 

Known In. antiwar circles as ‘"Crazy 
Annie” because of her high strung per- 
sonality.* Mr s^torkowich was a famil- 
iar figure in :the administrative offices 
of many antiwar organizations. 

Binsted Scribed numerous in- 
stances in w^ch he said he was asked 
by his superiors to disrupt antiwar ac- 
tivity. ' f 4^ 

For example, he said, “My partner 
was a yippie (a 'member of the Youth 
Internationa Party). He was loud and 
rhetorical, iud I would come in and 



try to break up meetings . . . get into 
fights, that kind of thing.” 

“Were you given Instructions by the 
intelligence division oi;^ how to break 
up meetingSi?'’ asked Mrs. Hardy.’i y g, 
“No, I grew" up at 14th and Park 
Road bw),” answered the long haired 
Binsted. “I dpn’t need any instrucUons 
on how to dlsorganUe anything.” 

Binsted outlined ,to Council mem- 
bers several other undercover esca- 
pades reported in the press earlier this 
year when he “surfaced” end met with 

reporters. ' ' ** ^ 

PoUce officials have repeatedly said 
aU officers and paid informants were 
under specific Instructions hot to du- 
rupt or incite violence while monitor- 
ing groups. 

Earlier yesterday /two police officers 



described “^general surveillance , 

tions against antiwar and civil ri^U 
groups bu^ refused to be'spe^c^a^ut. , 
their informan^. y , li>. . • ^ ‘ 

With an attorney at her ^side,* . 

Dixie Glldon said .disclosure of infil- 
trated organizations could lead to iden- 
tification of her sources and “put them 
in jeopard/’ including physical harm. « 
Her attolmey, Leonard Burka. alsw 
contended that questions about ihfor^* 
mant identity were beyond the sc6pe 
of the hearings, called to examine only 
the “regulatory frameworh” of the in- 
tjailioence division. ♦ ^ 



telligence division. - j, 

“There is no legislative purpose in 
disclosing the names,” h6 argued. 
Committee member 



David Cjiarke 
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(D-one) countered that the City Coun- 
cil has "plenary legislative power" to 
make broad investigations. | 

At another point, Edward Webb, the 
‘ Council’s chief legal adviser, told 
Burka, “Simply saying that danger 
may exist does not excuse the witness 
from answering the question.” 

The dispute was set aside temporar- 
ily when committee members agreed 
to lei Sgt. Sildon discuss with her su- 
periors possible disclosures of the 
names next week in executive session. 

Another officer, Detective Herman 
Oglesby, refused to specify the race of 
two informants who infiltrated the 
Black United Front, a loose coalition 



of local black activists, and the D.C. 
chapter of the Black Panther party. 

*Td rather not answer that ques- 
tion,” said Oglesby. 

“Please answer the question,” said 
Mrs. Hardy. 

“I’m not going to answer,” he in- 
sisted. “I’d rather talk to my attorney 
first.” 

“I don’t think Detective Oglesby 
should be able to pick and choose the 
questions he’s going to answer,” said 
council member Marion Barry (D-at 
large). 

Again, the dispute was deferred 
when the committee agreed to lei 
Oglesby return next week under sub- 
poena with an attorney. • 

Judge Thompson, in setting a hear- 
ing date on the issue of Council sub- 



poena power and enforcement, said 
that the case did not constitute an em- 
ergeeny. “The District Building and 
the court house are not going to bum 
down,” he said. 

He ordered the opposing attorneys 
to file written memorandums on the is- 
sues by Aug. 15 in preparation for a 
full hearing that could establish the 
precedent on the Council’s power to 
subpoena witnesses. 

Attorneys for the subpoenaed police 
officers contend the Council has not 
assured the officers of various pro- 
cedural safeguards in testifying about 
sensitive issues of intelligence gather- 
ing, including the right to counsel and 
protection of sources. 



